
To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dave Kluesner/R2/USEPA/US@EPA[] 
PRCWater@aol.com 
Thur 9/28/2006 9:46:37 PM 
Fwd: Lower Passaic River Restoration community involvement notes 

David: For your records. 
Ella 
Received: from rly-mc06.mail.aol.com (rly-mc06.mail.aol.com [172.20.118.148]) by air-
mc04.mail.aol.com (v112_r1.5) with ESMTP id MAILINMC41-6de451aef2e3; Wed, 27 Sep 2006 17:38:10-
0400 
Received: from mailout07 .yourhostingaccount.com (mailout07 .yourhostingaccount.com 
[65.254.254.215]) by rly-mc06.mail.aol.com (v112_r1.5) with ESMTP id MAILRELAYINMC64-
6de451aef2e3; Wed, 27 Sep 2006 17:37:50-0400 
Received: from scan09.yourhostingaccount.com ([1 0.1.1.239] helo=scan09.yourhostingaccount.com) by 
mailout07 .yourhostingaccount.com with esmtp (Exim) id 1 GSh6D-00051u-KW for prcwater@aol.com; 
Wed, 27 Sep 2006 17:37:49-0400 
Received: from authsmtp03.yourhostingaccount.com ([10.1.18.3] ident=exim) by 
scan09.yourhostingaccount.com with spamscanlookuphost (Exim) id 1 GSh6D-OOOOhL-Gw for 
prcwater@aol.com; Wed, 27 Sep 2006 17:37:49 -0400 
Received: from authsmtp03. yourhostingaccou nt. com ([1 0.1 .18. 3] 
helo=authsmtp03.yourhostingaccount.com) by scan09.yourhostingaccount.com with esmtp (Exim) id 
1GSh6C-OOOOhG-Bi for prcwater@aol.com; Wed, 27 Sep 2006 17:37:48-0400 
Received: from ool-44c0bdf8.dyn.optonline.net ([68.192.189.248] helo=Ramapo) by 
authsmtp03.yourhostingaccount.com with esmtpa (Exim) id 1GSh6C-0002bi-4P; Wed, 27 Sep 2006 
17:37:48 -0400 
Date: Wed, 27 Sep 2006 17:37:47 -0400 
From: "Eugene Reynolds" <eugene_reynolds@passaicriver.org> 
Subject: Lower Passaic River Restoration community involvement notes 
Sender: "Eugene Reynolds" <eugene_reynolds@passaicriver.org> 
To: "'Anne Kruger"' <akruger@verizon.net> 
Cc: "'Ella Filippone"' <prcwater@aol.com> 
Message-id: <002301 c6e27d$2cb051 e0$6501 a8cO@Ramapo> 
Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="Boundary_(ID_IRkM9ZtdUOCdEa1 LPhccCA)" 
Return-path: <SRS0=4eFVPq=DK=passaicriver.org=eugene_reynolds@yourhostingaccount.com> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
X-MIMEOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V6.00.2900.2962 
X-Mailer: Microsoft Office Outlook 11 
Thread-Index: AcbifSyM9Lsl9fXXSTutAeHynDVbOQ== 
X-EN-Userl nfo: cOed 146b973d 161 b870565d6fcef4b96:07 c36bd20312d07f08d 1 dc609ed0e37 c 
X-EN-AuthUser: d30038666-eugene_reynolds 
X-AOL-IP: 65.254.254.215 

The following comments and observations were made before and during our community involvement 
presentation this morning: 

1. Alan Steinberg, EPA- Mr. Steinberg referred to listing the Lower Passaic restoration on his seven 
goals for his tenure as Region 2 administrator, and he affirmed that his superiors agreed as well in 
making the Passaic restoration a priority. Clean-up will be difficult, and determination of financial liability 
will be difficult, but it must be made to prevent the public from shouldering the costs. River access must 
be increased, especially for disadvantaged populations who have frequently been cut off and deprived of 
access. In 2007, EPA Region 2 will release its Early Action plan for public comment. Already, 43 PRPs 
have settled over the issue of financing the Lower Passaic study. 

2. Lisa Baron, NJ DOT/OMR- Ms. Baron mentioned the experimental technologies being piloted on the 
Lower Passaic (sediment washing, thermal decontamination). She also handed out a Future Use 
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questionnaire for local groups, municipalities, and counties to complete, and she invited meeting 
participants to attend the Passaic River Institute 2nd conference on October 13 at Montclair State 
University. 

3. Alice Yeh, EPA- Ms. Yeh introduced the Superfund project process (evaluation of project versus 9 
criteria, public comment, final determination of approach). She emphasized that the Lower Passaic 
Restoration community involvement phase needed to even-handedly introduce all reasonable 
alternatives, give their pros and cons, and then allow the public to openly debate them in an informed 
environment. Ms. Filippone agreed, stressing the idea of having the Lower Passaic issues divided into 
thematic groups (river use/human health and safety/costs), with separate groups attempting to evaluate 
the best approachs. Ms. Filippone noted the need for innovative solutions to provide cost-effective 
cleanup approachs, based on new technologies and research into dredge management methods. The 
problem would extend beyond the 7 -mile lowest stretch of the Passaic, as well, to encompass at least the 
River up to and just over the Dundee Dam. 

4. Ray Basso, EPA- Mr. Basso observed that the challenge of dredging lay in the issue of siting the 
handling and decontamination facilities for the dredged material, especially with the recent residential 
development along the River making the NIMBY ("Not in my backyard") response even stronger and 
louder than previous. He recommended that the Lower Passaic Restoration team make facility siting an 
early task. Ms. Filippone mentioned that an earlier facility site list had been compiled and that it should 
be researched for current applicability. 

5. Jeanine McGregor, NJDEP - Ms. McGregor seconded the notion of the earlier site list being pulled 
out of the archives and re-examined. Ms. Filippone mentioned some sites she remembered being listed 
on Newark Bay and Staten Island, and she mentioned that future use and interim remediation studies 
should run in parallel to speed up the Restoration process as a whole. 

6. Peter Weppler, USAGE - Mr. Weppler asked if the Lower Passaic was being considered for special 
designation as a restoration area, to help streamline the permitting process, which is spread among 
different agencies. Ms. McGregor mentioned that NJ does designate brownfield areas for faster and co­
ordinated permitting and that the Lower Passaic would receive similar consideration by NJ's various 
state agencies. 
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